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Image 6: DTSC activities associated with former J.H. Baxter Facility
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It is hard to understand how a public hazard of this nature could have been missed by the DEIR

investigators and the City of Alameda. These are clearly public documents available to an
Internet investigation.

Image 7: DTSC activity indicating Fox/Collins certification date is in 2011.
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Summary | Activities

AREA NAME SUB-AREA DOCUMENT TYPE DUE DATE REVISED DATE
Fox/Collins Property Fact Sheets. 12/31/2009
Fox/Collins Property Public Notice 12/31/2009

NOTE: THE DUE DATES OF FUTURE ACTIVITIES ARE SUBJECT TO CHANGE BASED ON THE PROGRESS OF CURRENTLY SCHEDULED ACTIVITIES

AREA NAME SUB-AREA DOCUMENT TYPE DUE DATE
FowCollins Property CEQA - Initial Study/ Neg. Declaration 2010
Fox/Collins Property Remedial Action Plan 2010
Fox/Collins Property Remedial Action Completion Report 2010
FowCollins Property Certification 2011
AREA NAME SUB-AREA DOCUMENT TYPE DAIE COMMENTS
- . COMPLETED =
Fox/Collins Annual Oversight Cost
[VIEW DOCS] perh i
1EW DOCS] Emng Estimate 9/15/2009  Annual Cost Estimate for the Fox/Collins Property
N Fow/Collins DTSC and property owner signed Consent Order on 2/9/2009. DTSC will be working with property owner on
[VIEW DOCS]
I3 DOCS Property Consent Order 2/9/2009 developing a cleanup plan for the Fox-Collins OU.

Fox/Collins Remedial Investigation
[MIEW DOCS]
12w DACS Property Report

12/7/2006  Final Rl Report approved.

The adjacent property of AAAAA Rent-A-Space, now called Extra Space Storage Facility, is also a
polluted property that will not be certified until 2012. See Image 8. From the Action
Memorandum dated October 6, 2008, Page 9 Paragraph 4.0 under the heading Endangerment
Determined. The actual or threatened release of the viscous material, which periodically or
seasonally surfaces through cracks and expansion joints in the concrete pavement in the north
eastern portion of the Site, may present an endangerment to public health and welfare and the
environment if not addressed by implementing the removal action selected in the action
memorandum. The primary threat to public health and welfare is related to the potential
exposure to elevated concentrations of arsenic and several PAH’s present in the viscous material
through dermal contact, ingestion, and/or inhalation of particulates during site use.

(PAH’s are polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons)
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Image 8: DTSC activity indicating 5A Rent-A-Space certification date is in 2012

Currently Scheduled Activities Through 6/30/2010
AREA NAME SUB-AREA DOCUMENT TYPE DUE DATE REVISED DATE
5A Rent-A-Space/Exira Space Storage Property Removal Action Completion Report 12/31/2009
|
Future Activities
NOTE: THE DUE DATES OF FUTURE ACTMITIES ARE SUBJECT TO CHANGE BASED ON THE PROGRESS OF CURRENTLY SCHEDULED ACTIVITIES
AREA NAME SUB-AREA DOCUMENT TYPE DUE DATE
SA Rent-A-Space/Extra Space Storage Property Remedial Investigation Report 2010
5A Rent-A-Space/Exira Space Storage Property CEQA - Initial Study/ Neg. Declaration 2010
S5A Rent-A-Space/Extra Space Storage Property Public Notice 2010
A= /Exir; T P Removal Action Workplan 2010
5A Rent-A a Space Storage Property Fact Sheets 2010
5A Rent-A-Space/Fxitra Space Storage Property Removal Action Completion Report 2011
5A Rent-A-Space/Exira Space Storage Property Land Use Restriction 2012
5A Rent-A-Space/Exira Space Slorage Property Certification 2012
5A Rent-A-Space/Exira Space Storage Property Operations and Maintenance Plan 2012
Completed Activities
DOCUMENT DATE

AREA NAME SUB-AREA TYPE COMPLETED COMMENTS

5A Rent-A- :
[VEW DOCS] Space/Extia Space Annual Oversio  gra7i2000  annual estimate sent to partes

4 P Cost Estimate

5A Rent-A- Fieldwork for time critical removal action completed. An underground storage tank (UST) containing fuel oil

Space/Exira Space Fieldwork 11/21/2008 was discovered and removed during the removal action. Contaminated soil surrounding the UST was also

Storage Property removed. Following removal of the UST and soil i , the was and restored.

5A Rent-A-
VIEW DOCS] Space/Exira Space Public Notice 10/31/2008 Public notice for the administrative record period for lication

Storage Property

5A RentA- Time critical removal action memo approved by DTSC. The memo discusses the planned removal of viscous

i Removal Action 1o/8/2008  MAterial and associated soil contamination from the northeastem portion of the site. The viscous material
e Workplan has been observed periodically surfacing in this area through cracks and expansion joints in the concrete

pavement. Further investigation is planned for the Extra Space property in the future.

Renl-A: DTSC signed the order on 10/6. Extra Space signed the order on 10/1. The consent order requires

EX DOCS] Space/bura Space Comsant Omer i investigation and remediation of the property under DTSC oversight

SA Rent-A- - = . E s :

VIEW DOCS] Space/Exira Space CEQA-MNotice of ... Notice of Exemption for the Time Critical Removal Action finalized, signed, and to be filed with the State

Pr Exemption Clearinghouse.

S5A Rent-A- Remedial : ; . . - . .
R Results from the indoor air C of in indoor air are within
Space/Exira Space nvestigation 4/26/200° =

[VEW DOCS] lRepoﬂ i acceptable levels based on site use.
Storage Property

See Image 9. As indicated by the red triangle on the right side of the diagram from the Action
Memorandum, the Area of Viscous Material Surfacing Through Concrete Pavement is located
near the Fox/Collins property where the homes are proposed. The toxics are too dangerous to
the area residents and construction workers to allow disruption of the soils along the Extra
Space Storage Facility before the cleanup on the 2201 Clement Avenue has been certified.
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Image 9: Indication of polluted area of the Fox/Collins property
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Most of the Fox/Collins property is presently covered with concrete. A reasonable question
from the neighbours would be “How can you clean up the pollution and certify the cleanup as
being safe while the land is covered with concrete”? Removing the concrete will require
disrupting the soil causing release of the pollutants into the air.

The Dutra property is also directly adjacent to portions of the Fox/Collins property. Information
from the Consent Order between DTSC and Dutra Property indicates the level of hazardous
waste on the Dutra property is also a concern. The Dutra Property will not be certified as
cleaned up until 2011. The portion of the Dutra property that is adjacent to the Fox/Collins
property is on land designated for the Estuary Park. Cleanup requirements for residential
property are more stringent than cleanup for open space land. The Consent Order can be
viewed at the following location.

http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/regulators/deliverable documents/2505231559/Final%20Co
nsent%200rder.pdf
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Image 10: DTSC activity indicating Dutra certification date is in 2011

[ Summary | Activities

NOTE: THE DUE DATES OF FUTURE ACTIVITIES ARE SUBJECT TO CHANGE BASED ON THE PROGRESS OF CURRENTLY SCHEDULED ACTIVITIES

SUB-AREA DOCUMENT TYPE DUE DATE
Fact Sheets 2010
CEQA - Initial Study/ Neg. Declaration 2010
Public Notice 2010
Removal Action Workplan 2010
Removal Action Completion Report 2011
Certification 2011

SUB-AREA DOCUMENT TYPE p SOMMENTS
Fieldwork 12/18/2009 Supplemental site investigation field work completed on the Dutra property in December 2009.
Consent Order 11/30/2009 Consent Order fully executed. This order supersedes previous site orders issued to Mr. Bill T. Dutra
Site Characterization Workpian approved by DTSC. Workplan will include additional sampling at the site to delineate the
10/30/2009
Workplan vertical and horizontal exient of contamination at the site.

Annual Oversight Cost
Estimate
Remedial Investigation

9/16/2009  Annual Cost Estimate for the Dutra Property

7/3/2008  Report approved and signed

Report

Flelawork 9/12/2007  Soll sampling activities completed

Technical Workplan 5/20/2007

Remedial Investigation 11/28/2006 Benzene levels in soil gas were above residential CHHSLs. No other VOCs were found to be above the
Report residential CHHSLs standards

Fieldwork 10/5/2006

Remedial Investigation
Workplan

Remedial Investigation
Report

Remedial Investigation
Workplan

8/16/2006

8/11/2006  Revised Data Report approved on 8/11/2006

12/20/2005 Workplan approved

Consent order: Section 2.4 Hazardous Substances Found at the Site. Results of environmental
investigations at the Site (Exhibit C) have revealed the presence ofpolynuclear(sic) aromatic
hydrocarbons (PAHs), including benzo(a)pyrene and naphthalene, in soil at concentrations
greater than screening levels for unrestricted land use. Arsenic, benzene, lead, nickel,
pentachlorophenol and naphthalene are present in groundwater at the Site at concentrations
greater than drinking water screening levels. The screening levels used for comparison include
United States Environmental Protection Agency(USEPA) Region IX Preliminary Remediation Goals
(PRGs), California Human Health Screening Levels (CHHSLs), and California Maximum
Contaminant Levels (MCLs) in drinking water.

Consent order: Section 2.5 Health Effects. The health effects of arsenic, benzene, lead, nickel,
pentachlorophenol, benzo(a)pyrene and naphthalene arise out of direct contact, inhalation,
ingestion and/or subcutaneous injection and include the following: Sub-paragraphs 2.5.1
through 2.5.7 lists the side effects of the listed pollutions.

Safety concerns for the Dutra property are the same as those at Extra Space Storage Facility.
Construction should not be allowed to continue until both adjacent properties have been
certified for residential use.

The Boatworks DEIR on pg 4.C-5 Sources of Air Pollutant and Air Toxic Emissions states

There are no major toxic air contaminant-emitting facilities located within a half-mile radius of
the project site, nor are there any facilities with reportable toxic air contaminant emissions
within a half-mile radius of the project site. While there are a Cemex concrete plant and a Con
Agra food processing plant across the estuary in Oakland, these facilities are not listed with
BAAQMD as either major facilities or a sources of reportable toxic air contaminant emissions in
its latest TAC annual report. BAAQMD is the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.

Estuary Park Action Committee Issue Date: 4/21/2010

Author: Dorothy Freeman



Project Name: Boatworks Residential Project City of Alameda
SCH No. 2009102040

The Alameda Classic Auto Body, an auto paint shop, at 2050 Clement Avenue, is just .43 of a
mile away and upwind from the site and within a half mile radius from the project site. The
exhaust vents from Classic Auto have been directed toward Clement Avenue because of the
obnoxious paint fumes and resulting complaints from the neighborhood. Many complaints from
Classic Auto’s neighbours have been and continue to be reported to the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District. The complaints can be verified by calling their office at 415-749-4979.
Alameda Classic Auto Body should have been included in this DEIR as an hazardous air quality
item.
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POPULATION, NOISE, TRAFFIC, AND PARKING ISSUES

Present day construction attempts to force residence to refrain from using the automobile for
transit. People use public transit for 2 reasons; public transit is necessary and/or it is
convenient. The attempts to force use of public transit in California are invalid for 3 major
reasons.

1. Historical characteristics: people/business/industry in California have created a
landscape that requires travel by private vehicle. Public transit has not been a priority
of government so the “convenience factor” is non-existent for most travellers. Recent
cutbacks in public transit lines and schedules plus raises in rates have made convenience
more difficult. Travel times required when using public transit have extended the work
day to unbelievable lengths. Families with children attending day care or school have
child care issues and find it difficult to depend on public transit. Sitting in traffic may be
irritating but it is more comfortable and with modern conveniences, the automobile is
becoming a portable office allowing people to work as they drive.

2. Necessity: People who use public transit out of necessity will likely be those in the
lower income units. Only a small portion of the residences within the Boatworks
development will need to use transit out of necessity.

3.  Work where you live: In past times people went to work for a company and retired
from the same company. Today it is very unusual for people to stay with the same
employer beyond a few years. Few people work where they live. At present, Alameda
does not have a strong employer base so people purchasing the project homes will most
likely not work in Alameda throughout their work lifetime.

The population calculation stated in the DEIR of 82,200 for year 2020 does not take into account
all proposed projects know to be planned, especially within this area. The 1991 Master Plan
proposed 250-350 residential units to replace much of the present MU zoned area along
Clement Avenue. If the Boatworks project is allowed to use the density bonus and allowed to
absorb 242 of those 350 units, future building in the other rezoned areas would exceed the 350
units planned for the area. It can be assumed that each future development will apply for the
density bonus once approved for use within the area. If each of these future proposed projects
are allowed to use the density bonus, the build-out in this area could reach more than 472 units,
nearly doubling the impact from this and other developments. Alameda Point, if built with
density bonus rules, could add 11,000 or more residents to the city and nearly 10,000 additional
automobiles.

Marina Village will add 40 additional units to this area. The North of Lincoln plans by the
Community Development Department will add additional build-out to Park Street and the
adjacent 1 block areas on each side of Park Street. The Civic Center Vision will add additional
density bonus housing to the area around City Hall. The Del Monte Building project will add
additional residential units and business to Buena Vista Avenue and to Clement Avenue once
Clement Avenue is extended to Sherman St. The DEIR does not properly take these other
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proposed projects into consideration when addressing the traffic conditions to be added to Park
Street, the Park Street Bridge, and the other 2 bridges in the area.

According to a local traffic engineer, the average number of automobiles per unit in Alameda is
2.1. With 242 units, the total number of automobiles in the Boatworks development would be
508. With only 252 parking spaces plus the 52 visitor parking spaces, there will be an overflow
of 204 automobiles without a parking space. The plan to use the Park Street Landing shopping
center parking lot will not be sufficient to absorb the overflow parking from residents and
visitors to the waterfront. The overflow parking will be forced onto pubic streets outside of the
development.

The AC Transit Bus 19 has already been eliminated from Buena Vista Avenue. Presently the
closest service to the Fruitvale BART will be provided by the AC Transit 20 and 21 lines that
travel Park Street, crosses the Park Street Bridge and then to the Fruitvale BART station. Transit
using the Park Street bridge will be subject to the same traffic delays that automobiles will
experience. A recent news story “Bay Area transit up for unprecedented overhaul” reports that
the future of transit in the Bay area is in dire straights. The possibility of increased transit
coming to Alameda is not likely and the possibility of additional cuts are likely.
http://www.sfgate.com/c gi-bin/blogs/transportation/detail?entry_id=61502

Image 11: AC Transit lines that serve Boatworks development site.
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There is not proper reference in the DEIR to the fact that the Park Street Bridge is a drawbridge
subject to blocking Park Street traffic at intermittent times.
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The traffic studies referenced do not adequately address new traffic levels for the
Blanding/Tilden Way intersection to the Miller-Sweeney Bridge (Fruitvale Bridge) and the High
Street/Fernside Blvd. intersection to the High Street Bridge, as traffic diverts from the Park
Street Bridge crossing to avoid traffic congestion and from increased auto traffic heading for the
Fruitvale BART station. The Miller-Sweeney Bridge (Fruitvale Bridge) serves three desirable
transit elements: The Fruitvale BART station and I-889, North-bound and South-bound; The High
Street Bridge serves two desirable transit elements: [-880 North-bound and South-bound.

The Boatworks DEIR, page 4.C-22/4.C-23 Greenhouse Gas Assessment/Impact Analysis

Impact 4.C-1: The proposed project would result in an increase in vehicle miles traveled
(VMT) that would be greater than the rate of increase in population. Therefore, the
proposed project would not be consistent with the ABAG Clean Air Plan. It would not
conflict with other regional air quality management plans. (Significant)

Criterion 3: Plan consistency with TCMs Contained in the CAP

In order to reduce the percentage growth of VMT to that of the population, it would be
necessary to reduce project-related VMT by 7,059 miles, or about 36 percent.

(TCM is the Transportation Control Measures, CAP is the Clean Air Plan)

Page 4.C-25 Table 4.C-4 lists the mitigation measures needed to attempt to lower the vehicle
miles traveled from the development by 36% thus lowering the greenhouse gas effects of the
project.

Page 4.C-26 Mitigation Measure 4.C-1 states the that even with the mitigating measure this will
not be possible.

While the above measures would reduce VMT resulting from the proposed project, it is unlikely
that they would result in a reduction of 36 percent or more that would be needed to reduce this
impact to a less-than-significant level. Consequently this impact is considered significant and
unavoidable.

Significance after Mitigation: Significant and Unavoidable.

The following citation refers to a study that shows the problems that pollution from traffic
causes in children. Children living within the development will be within one city block of the
unsatisfactory levels of air pollution. Since the mitigation measures will not create a safe
development, the conclusion would be the size of the development must be designed smaller, a
size that would allow the mitigation measure to result in clean enough air to allow children
within the development and surrounding neighborhoods to be safe.

Citation: Potera C 2006. The Freeway Running through the Yard: Traffic Exhaust and Asthma in
Children. Environ Health Perspect 114:A305-A305. doi:10.1289/ehp.114-a305

Children who lived within 75 meters of a major road (about the length of a city block) were
approximately 1.5 times more likely to report asthma or wheezing compared to those living 300
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meters or more from a major road. Among children with no parental history of asthma, those
who had resided at an address close to heavy traffic since before age 2 experienced even higher
risks (2.5-fold for asthma and 2.7-fold for wheezing), suggesting that a cumulative lifetime
exposure to traffic pollutants may raise health risks. Girls showed a greater association between
living near a major road and the health outcomes measured, for unknown reasons.

See documentation at:
http://ehsehplp03.niehs.nih.gov/article/fetchArticle.action?articleURI=info%3Ad0oi%2F10.1289%
2Fehp.114-a305

The public park would be a perfect place to create a water crossing taxi for bicycle and
pedestrian traffic between Alameda and the Union Point Park just across the Estuary. A water
crossing taxi would help remove bicycles from the bridges where crossing is more dangerous to
the riders. Bicycle riders on heavily travelled roads are exposed to polluted air and danger to
vehicle accidents. Also, the water crossing taxi would provide a way for visitors to Alameda to
enter the island without the use of an automobile. A local shuttle could travel along Webster
Street to the Beltline Park, to Estuary Park (Northern Waterfront Park), along Park Street, to the
Towne Centre Shopping Center, the Alameda Beach, and back to Webster Street. This
arrangement would do more to remove traffic from Park Street and other Alameda streets than
the mitigation proposals in the project plan.

Due to the location of the grade school and the middle school, a crossing with school crossing
caution signs will need to be located at the west corner of the development at Elm Street or the
next intersection at Walnut Street. Children walking or riding bikes to school will take the
shortest route to the school crossing stop sign at Walnut Street and Buena Vista Avenue and
will not cross at the Oak Street and Clement Avenue corner. Since Clement Street is a truck
route, additional signs will be needed to slow down traffic during school crossing times.

The noise studies taken for 5 minutes at 4 locations has determined there is not a noise problem
in the neighborhood. DEIR Page 4.D-5 Table, 4.D-1 Existing Noise Environments. The sampling
doesn’t indicate if there was any truck traffic during the 5 minute tests. Since Clement Avenue
is a truck route, a sample including documented truck traffic would better indicate the true level
of noise. DEIR Table 4.D-2 (see following page) shows Exterior Noise Standards. The table shows
different time periods of measurements of 30, 15, 5, 1 and 0 and times of day from 7:00 am to
10:00 pm (dBa) and 10:00 pm to 7:00 am (dBa). The measurements for the night time hours of
10:00 pm to 7:00 am are 5 dBa less than during the day time.
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TABLE 4.D-2
EXTERIOR NOISE STANDARDS

Cumulative Number of 10:00 pm to
Minutes in Any One Hour 7:00 am to 7:00 am
Location Time Period 10:00 pm (dBA) (dBA)
30 55 50
Single or Multiple Family 15 60 55
Residential, School,
Hospital, Church, or Public 5 65 60
Library Properties 1 70 85
0 75 0
30 65 60
15 70 65
Commercial Properties 5 75 70
1 30 75
0 85 80

SOURCE: Alameda Municipal Code, 2006

Night-time noises from the Cemex concrete plant and the Con Agra food processing plant across
the Estuary in Oakland cause disruptive noise to the residents in the vicinity of the proposed
project site. Since the noise levels at nighttime should be less than during the daytime, a
nighttime study should be completed.
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HISTORICAL PRESERVATION OF THE WAREHOUSE BUILDINGS

The ideal development for Alameda would be the historical preservation of the warehouse
buildings and the public park option. The 4.5 acre portion for the park does not have any of the
historical buildings located on it. This is not one of the alternatives included in the DEIR, but is a
possible alternative. At one time, Mr. Collin’s architect talked about using the historical
buildings for work-live lofts. This alternative would allow the preservation of the building and
provide 2" floor housing opportunities. Use as a community center would be a wonderful
addition to the public park and as an addition to the North of Lincoln plans and the Alameda
Civic Center plan. The Boatworks development is just % mile from the Alameda City Hall.

The preservation plus public park solution would result in fewer new homes but a nicer
neighborhood would be the result. There would be less traffic during the AM and PM commute
times, solving many of the “significant and unavoidable” problems with the development.
Shops on a lower floor could provide services to park visitors, for the residents of the new
development, and the existing families and businesses in the area. This solution would also be
an appropriate addition for the future residential developments planned for the area and Park
Street businesses.
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PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DEVELOPMENT

Chapter 2: Summary, Section B. Project Objectives

“Provide a variety of housing types consistent with City of Alameda General Plan Housing
Element goals and objectives.” There will be little diversity among the housing units within this
development.

“Improve public access to and views of the waterfront by providing a waterfront promenade and
allowing views to and through the site to the waterfront from Clement Avenue”. The drawing of
building layouts show only one street within the development that will have a view through the
development to the waterfront. All other streets will have a view of a 3 story building at the end
of the street and not a view of the waterfront.

The height of the buildings will block the view of the Oakland hills from all but the last row of
housing along the waterfront. Walking down the narrow streets will be like walking in a tunnel
with only the sky as a view as demonstrated in this drawing from the February 12, 2007 staff
report on the development.

This area along the Estuary is quite windy. The DEIR does not address the possibility of wind
tunnels being created because of the narrow roads and 3 story high buildings.

Image 12: Artists “Perspective in Context” drawing of 3 story buildings for Boatworks.

Alameda city has the second largest number of boat slips of any waterfront city in California.
There is very little waterfront space available for citizens to use the waterfront for small water
craft enjoyment and none available in this section of the city. Private slips for expensive boats
also bring chain link fences with locked gates to protect the boats. This issue has not been

Estuary Park Action Committee Issue Date: 4/21/2010

Author: Dorothy Freeman



Project Name: Boatworks Residential Project City of Alameda
SCH No. 2009102040

addressed in the DEIR. Slips in the water and the addition of fences between the land and the
boat slips will further identify the waterfront as belonging to the residences of the development.
Even without fences along the waterfront, the addition of boat slips will create an atmosphere
of a private space instead of public space to other Alameda citizens.

The Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) approves recreation uses for the
bay waterfront lands. Boat slips in the bay are considered a valid use but not the only use of the
waterfront. Floating docs that provide small boat, kayak, rowing, and canoe use are an
acceptable use as would be a water taxi between Oakland’s Union Point Park and Alameda. A
small water taxi operating in the Estuary would provide passenger and bicycle movement up
and down the Estuary. BCDC has stated they are NOT in agreement with the way this project is
presently designed.

San Francisco Bay Trail: Page 4.B-4 “Although there are no bicycle improvements, the San
Francisco Bay Trail runs along Buena Vista Avenue in the project vicinity.” The DEIR is incorrect
in stating that the Bay Trail runs along Buena Vista. The correct statement would be “There are
plans for the San Francisco Bay Trail to run along Buena Vista. There is no evidence of a Bay
Trail in the vicinity of the project. A correct path for the Bay Trail would be for it to leave Buena
Vista and cross the few blocks to the shoreline path in the proposed park. What better plan for
a trail than to be part of a public park, and for a Bay Trail to actually run along the Bay.
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CONCLUSION:

As stated in the Parks section from Proposition 84, WATER QUALITY, SAFETY AND SUPPLY.
FLOOD CONTROL. NATURAL RESOURCE PROTECTION. PARK IMPROVEMENTS. BONDS. INITIATIVE
STATUTE, neighborhood parks should be within a % mile radius of any home in the community.
Active parks give a place for citizens to go and make noise, play out doors and have fun. A
waterfront park has more value than an inland park. People love to walk along the waterfront
and to have access to the water for small recreational vehicles. The city has a duty to retain the
waterfront lands we have for the enjoyment of all the people in Alameda. An 8-foot path is not
protecting the land for the people of our city.

The City of Alameda has not made public city parks a priority. The need for additional park
acreage within the city’s neighborhoods should become a priority before there is no longer an
opportunity to do so. To continue to build housing without giving people a place nearby to go to
enjoy being out of their homes is a serious mistake. Parks add enjoyment and value to a
community. Parks and open space help clean the air around us. Parks and open space provide a
place for mother nature’s creatures to collect. Parks and open space bring visitors who add to
the revenues collected by businesses and a city’s tax revenues, and the great cities of the world
are known for their great parks as much as any other attribute.

An often heard argument that the Beltline will become a park and we will eventually have other
parks in Alameda Point do not make the city an enjoyable place for children in our
neighborhood. Our neighborhood children cannot go to the other park areas without their
parents taking them in a car. Creating walkable neighborhoods does not mean creating high
density housing without open space and parklands. A neighborhood park should be within a
reasonable (1/2 mile) walk from where a child lives. Also, Estuary Park (Northern Waterfront
Park) will be an asset to all of Alameda and not just the immediate neighborhood. The fact that
it will be provide access to the waterfront for water sports, sports fields, open space, and it’s
nearness to the Park Street business community, will increase the usefulness to a much broader
population of the city.

Approval for this project should be delayed until the land pollution cleanups have been
completed (See EXISTING POLLUTION AT THE PROJECT AND ADJACENT SITES Page 9). During
that time the city can continue to secure monies to purchase the 4.5 acres presently designated
for the park. The DEIR states the City of Alameda has not been able to secure the funds to
purchase the land. In fact, the city directed staff to make this park a priority, but staff has
missed many opportunities to secure funding for the land purchase. A promised task force to
look for funding has never been established even thought citizens have been requesting one for
several years and in Sept 4, 2007 the City Council directed the City Manager to follow through
with the process.

See Attachment 1: City Council Meeting Sept. 4, 2007

There are two important items from the City Council meeting of September 4, 2007.

1. “Mayor Johnson stated that Council would discuss priority settings; Estuary Park should be
included as a priority”.
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2. “The City Manager stated that staff would provide Council information regarding the work
plan and direction for Estuary Park”.

It is clear from this reference that the City Council considered Estuary Park (Northern
Waterfront Park) as a priority and directed the City Manager to create a work plan and direction
for the park. There is no evidence that the City Manager (at that time, Ms. Kurita) followed
through with this direction.

Parking spaces must be increased both for the residents, their visitors, and visitors to the public
areas. The City of Alameda Draft Housing Elements: page VI-9 states:

However, the availability of adequate parking is important to Alameda residents and
visitors and is a reasonable basis for restricting residential development (emphases
added). In fact many residents express concern about adequate parking during
development of residential projects. When the Boatworks project was before the
Alameda Planning Board in February 2007, the Staff Report listed the number of
covered parking spaces as 392 and uncovered was 51, for a total of 443. These numbers
are more in line with what is needed for the size of the project. The reason for the
reduction in the numbers of covered parking spaces should be explained.

The number of proposed projects for this area of Alameda will increase the traffic on
Park Street and the three bridges that serve a major section of the City of Alameda to a
non-sustainable level. There is no successful plan for mitigation of the traffic that will be
added by the 242 units proposed for Boatworks and the traffic to be added by the other
developments will paralyze the bridge crossings and the Park Street business district.
Travel by transit, bicycle, and walking will not be enough to lower the impact to an
acceptable level. The City of Alameda does not control the transit lines or schedules
that serve Alameda so it will not be possible to control the availability of transit without
the City providing local transit that will serve just the island.

Continued population increases will put the safety of island residents in danger during
an area-wide disaster. The loss of the exits on and off the island will make it difficult to
bring in emergency vehicles and supplies. An evacuation of the island will be very
difficult.

The City of Alameda Draft Housing Elements states: Zoning, page VI-10 Paragraph - h. Lot Size
Provisions

The Zoning Ordinance allows a minimum lot size of 2,000 square feet of lot area per
dwelling unit. The minimum lot size is a land use control that could be considered a
governmental constraint. However, the minimum lot size implements City Charter Article
26 “Measure A”, which was passed in 1990 in part because of residents’ concern about
the effect of increased density on the small-city community character of Alameda and
helping to ensure that new development does not overburden the City’s infrastructure.
The minimum lot size represents a reasonable and justifiable approach to protecting
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Alameda’s small-town community character. Since the regulation serves credible policy
objectives, it would not be appropriate to eliminate the requlation. Because Measure A,
which imposes the 2,000 square-foot-lot-requirement, is a Charter provision and subject
to the vote of the electorate, there is no authority by staff or council to change the
measure (emphases added).

Table 3-1 from the DEIR states the “Gross Net Unit Area” in square feet for the proposed units.

All proposed units C through H are below the 2000 sq. ft. requirements for Gross Unit Area.

TABLE 3-1
PROPOSED PROJECT HOUSING UNITS

Unit Characteristics
Parking Gross Unit Net Unit Area | |

Unit Type Bedrooms Spaces Area (sq. ft) (sq. ft)
A 3 2 2,665 2230

B 3 2 2,470 2,090

c 3 2 1,985 1,565

D 2 2 1480 1,130

E 2 2 1,475 1,055

F 2 2 1,225 900

G 1 1 950 765

H 1 1 860 695
Entire Project 589 6047 426,885 336,680

The number of units allowed in this development should be decreased to allow the Gross Unit
Area to be increased. The lot size of the smallest unit is less than 50% of the Measure A
requirement and once the unit is place on the lot there is very little space around the outside of
the unit for open space.

2000 sq ft lot

695 sq ft Unit
area

jo1 4 bs 098

The City of Alameda Draft Housing Elements states: Section 4. City Charter Article XXVI
Furthermore, there is no indication that by removing Measure A’s limitations, more
affordable housing would be built. Given prevailing high land and construction costs,

new development that is more dense than is permitted under Measure A is not likely to be
affordable to very low or low income households.

Housing set aside for lower income families is an important way for governments to assist
families to move into home ownership. But there are many other issues beyond land prices and
construction costs that make it nearly impossible for low income wage earners to own a home in
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Alameda. Placing a lower purchase price is very admirable, but property taxes within our city
have increased beyond the Proposition 13 limits with the parcel taxes for the hospital and the
schools. The city has increased the transfer tax adding an additional hardship for a family trying
to gather funds for down payments and closing costs. Recent financial foreclosure difficulties
have exposed the problems for a lower income family’s abilities to maintain high monthly
payments even with assistance.

Alameda is the 4™ most dense city in the East Bay even without all the projects presently in the
planning stages. Most land locked cities have many alternate roads to use during an emergency.
Alameda has only 5 exits off the Island, each of which can be disabled in a disaster. Alameda’s
transportation exits are not listed as being important for early repairs during an area-wide
disaster leaving the city’s citizens at risk. Continuing to increase the population will make the
risks to the city and it’s citizens even greater.

Reference: Draft Housing Element 2007-2014
http://www.ci.alameda.ca.us/services/pdf/Draft_Housing_Element_2007-2014.pdf

Table IV-11
Population Density, Cities in Alameda County: 2000
Land Area Population Population Qrdinal

City (sg. miles) in 2000 per sq. mile rank
Alameda 10.80 72,259 6,691 4
Albany 1.70 16,444 9,673 2
Berkeley 10.46 102,743 9,822 1
Dublin 12.59 29,973 2,381 14
Emeryville 1.22 6,882 5,641 T
Fremont 76.69 203,413 2,652 13
Hayward 44 33 140,030 3,159 9
Livermore 23.92 73,345 3,066 10
Newark 13.97 42 471 3,040 11
Qakland 56.06 399 484 7,126 3
Piedmont 1.69 10,952 6,480 5
Pleasanton 21.67 63,654 2937 12
San Leandro 13.13 79,452 6,051 5]
Union City 19.25 66,869 3,474 8
Source: 2000 U.S. Census

Dorothy Freeman

2050 Eagle Ave #4

Alameda, CA 94501

(510)748-9998
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Attachment 1 City Council Meeting Sept. 4, 2007

(07-426) Dorothy Freeman, Estuary Park Action Committee, submitted letter; stated the City
Council decided to create a Task Force for the Beltline park development in November 2006;
Council decided to combine the Beltline and Oak Street Estuary Park projects in the same Task
Force; there will be an unnecessary delay in looking for funds to purchase the Oak Street Estuary
Park property if a Task Force is not formed for two years; a Task Force needs to be created in
order to initiate the work.
Mayor Johnson stated that she does not recall Council deciding to delay creation of a Task Force
for two years.
Councilmember deHaan stated that Council decided to defer the matter [on August 21, 2007].
Mayor Johnson stated that a Task Force could make recommendations on ways to raise money
to buy the land. Councilmember deHaan stated he would like Council to review the minutes
addressing establishment of a Task Force. Mayor Johnson stated that the City has to buy the
land first. Councilmember deHaan stated that he would like an Off Agenda report on the goals
of the Task Force. Mayor Johnson stated that Council would discuss priority settings; Estuary
Park should be included as a priority.
The City Manager stated that staff would provide Council information regarding the work plan

and direction for Estuary Park.

See reference at:
http://www.ci.alameda.ca.us//archive/2007/attachments/cc_minute 070904 726.pdf Page 7
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